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Comment Letter O013 (Andy Chow, BayRail Alliance, April 26, 2010) 
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Response to Letter O013 (Andy Chow, BayRail Alliance, April 26, 2010) 

O013-1 
Comment noted. Potential impacts to different modes of travel, 
including bicycle and pedestrian, due to the proposed changes to the 
Monterey Highway will be analyzed at the project-level EIR/EIS. The 
effect of project on existing or planned bicycle facilities will be 
evaluated and if these facilities are determined to be impacted by 
the project, mitigation measures will be recommended.  

O013-2 
Comment noted. The project-level traffic impact analysis study will 
evaluate future transit conditions in the study corridor with the 
proposed project. The effect of Monterey Highway modification on 
existing and planned transit operations will be evaluated. 
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Comment Letter O014 (Rosanna Marks, The Compassionate Friends, April 5, 2010) 
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Response to Letter O014 (Rosanna Marks, The Compassionate Friends, April 5, 2010) 

O014-1 
The comment expresses support for the HST.  Comment 
acknowledged. 

O014-2 
Comment acknowledged. 

O014-3 
Comment noted.  The precise alignment and profile options for the 
network alternative selected for the HST system  will be further 
evaluated and refined as part of the preliminary engineering and 
project-level environmental review and will include aerial, trench 
and/or tunnel concepts.  Available right-of-way, impacts on adjacent 
communities, safety, and costs will be among the key factors 
considered as part of this review. 

O014-4 
The design of the HST stations and infrastructure will be determined 
as part of the project-level EIR/EIS, underway now. Local input as 
part of the project-level EIR/EIS will be used to inform the design 
process to ensure that the final project has the least possible feasible 
impact and greatest community support. 

O014-5 
Comment acknowledged. See Standard Response 3.          
More detailed information and analysis of noise impacts and 
mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.   
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Comment Letter O015 (Terri Balandra, District 6 Neighborhood Planning and Land Use, April 22, 2010) 
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Response to Letter O015 (Terri Balandra, District 6 Neighborhood Planning and Land Use, April 22, 2010) 

O015-1 
Please note that alignments have considered and avoided protected 
airport airspace in accordance with FAA requirements. 
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Comment Letter O016 (Ron Herman, Bedford Square Owners Association, March 24, 2010) 
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Response to Letter O016 (Ron Herman, Bedford Square Owners Association, March 24, 2010) 

O016-1 
More detailed information and analysis of noise impacts and 
mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs, including 
cumulative noise impacts from existing and proposed sources.  See 
Standard Response 5. The Authority Board committed in July 2008 
to investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize potential 
impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the 
Authority has rescinded its July 2008 program decision, the 
commitment to examine profile alternatives has been carried forward 
into the project level alternatives screening.  Greater detail about 
tunnel and trench options being considered in preliminary 
alternatives screening for project-level environmental documents can 
be found on the Authority's website. See Standard Response 3.          

O016-2 
More detailed information and analysis of vibration impacts and 
mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.  See Standard 
Response 3. 
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Comment Letter O017 (Russ Peterson, Felton Gables Homeowners Association, April 23, 2010) 
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Comment Letter O017 - Continued 
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Response to Letter O017 (Russ Peterson, Felton Gables Homeowners Association, April 23, 2010) 

O017-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The Authority has endeavored to provide 
the broadest possible notice of the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  Notification was provided in 8 newspapers including the 
San Jose Mercury News.  A Notice of Availability and Notice of a 
Public Meeting postcard was further distributed to over 50,000 
individuals identified as part of on-going project-level engineering 
and environmental studies.  The Revised Draft Program EIR Material 
and a Notice of Availability and of a Public Meetings was also made 
available to 16 libraries for public viewing.  If the Authority proceeds 
with a network alternative that involves Felton Gables neighborhood 
at the project level, the Authority will continue its efforts at public 
outreach in the area.      

O017-2 
See Standard Response 5 regarding noise impacts and methodlogy.   

O017-3 
More detailed information and analysis of construction noise impacts 
and mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.  The study 
area for land use compatibility, communities and neighborhoods, and 
environmental justice is 0.25-mile on either side of the centerline of 
the rail and highway corridors included in the alignment alternatives 
and the same distance around station location options and other 
potential HST-related facilities.  This is the extent of area where the 
alignment alternative might result in changes to land use; the type, 
density, or patterns of development; or socioeconomic conditions.  
As noted in Chapter 3 of the May 2008 Final Program EIR, varying 
study area widths were used for aesthetics/visual, noise/vibration, 
biological resources and wetlands, cultural resources, parks and 
recreation.  See Standard Response 3.      

O017-4 
More detailed information and analysis of noise and vibration 
impacts and mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs, 

including evaluation of track maintenance activities. See Standard 
Response 3.         

O017-5 
The 2008 Final Program EIR assumed that Caltrain and HST would 
remain within the existing right-of-way at most locations, meaning 
that trees outside the right-of-way would not be removed, although 
some trimming would be required for vegetation intruding on the 
right-of-way.   The Authority will consider this issue again when it 
considers whether to certify the Revised Final Program EIR, whether 
to adopt findings including mitigation commitments, and whether to 
make a new decision to select a network alternative for further 
review in project level analyses.   Review of mitigation strategies will 
include consideration of whether  there may be a need to acquire 
adjacent properties, including at locations where the current Caltrain 
right-of-way is not wide enough to accommodate the addition of 
HST if the Caltrain Corridor is part of the selected network 
alternative, and, if so, the provision of replacement landscaping to 
be established outside the area required for rail operations. Such 
landscaping, which would be considered in more detail during 
project-level analyses, would be intended to replace appropriate 
landscaping that is required to be removed in order to accommodate 
the project.  During project-level analyses mitigation considerations 
may also include landscaping along potential retaining or sound 
walls, such as the introducing of vines to the surfaces of columns 
and walls and landscaping to obscure or screen views of columns 
and walls. 

O017-6 
El Palo Alto, the old Palo Alto tree, has lived next to the railway since 
1863, with the current double-track configuration in place since 
1904. The HST tracks depicted in the 2008 Final Program EIR run to 
the west of the existing tracks, further from El Palo Alto than the 
existing tracks. As the tree is a historic site, analysis will be 
undertaken in the project-level EIR/EIS  to determine the project 
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design and mitigations to make sure the tree is not damaged by the 
HST. 

It is expected that removal of mature trees and other vegetation 
along the network alternative the Authority ultimately selects, 
including the Caltrain corridor if it is selected, would be avoided to 
the extent possible.  Operational and construction impacts including 
those related to the removal of trees  would be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will 
be further examined in detail at the project level as more detailed 
information becomes available for the HST engineering, design, and 
placement of structures, and the detailed study necessary to identify 
the presence of the impact, the level of significance, and location 
specific mitigation can only be done at the project level. 

O017-7 
See Response to Comment L003-18 

O017-8 
The EIR was updated to address the topics noted in the Superior 
Court's judgment in the Town of Atherton case as needing additional 
work under CEQA, including issues related to UPRR rights-of-way.  
Comment noted on ridership model issues.  See Response to 
Comment O012-6.  Note that the Authority's 2009 Business plan 
noted appropriately the difference between ridership estimates for 

investment studies and those for the purpose of analyzing 
environmental impacts. 

O017-9 
Comment acknowledged.  The Authority is complying with 
Proposition 1A regarding the financing of the HST system. A study of 
the financing of the entire HST system is beyond the scope of this 
Program EIR, and was not identified by the Superior Court judgment 
in the Town of Atherton case as a topic area requiring additional 
work under CEQA.  

O017-10 
See Response to Comment O012-23. 

O017-11 
Comment acknowledged. The Authority believes that the level of 
detail in the Program EIR is adequate for the general level of 
decision making being proposed to select a network alternative to 
connect the Bay Area to the Central Valley.  See Standard Responses 
2 and 3.   
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Comment Letter O018 (Sylvia Hamilton, San Martin Neighborhood Alliance, April 23, 2010) 
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Comment Letter O018 - Continued 
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Response to Letter O018 (Sylvia Hamilton, San Martin Neighborhood Alliance, April 23, 2010) 

 O018-1 
The Authority appreciates the comment and is aware that San Martin 
and other smaller communities/unincorporated areas along the 
different alignment alternatives have not been specifically identified 
in the Program EIR process.  The purpose of the program EIR is to 
identify the broad differences between the alternatives and has 
mainly identified cities along the proposed alignments, rather than 
unincorporated areas.  As explained in the response to other 
comments in letter O0018, the Program EIR has addressed the 
environmental impacts along the San Jose to Central Valley Corridor 
generally and appropriately disclosed impacts in the areas identified 
by the commenter. 

O018-2 
See Response to Comment O018-1.  The environmental impacts 
discussed in the 2008 Final Program EIR and the 2010 Revised Draft 
Program EIR included those between San Jose and Gilroy including 
unincorporated areas of Santa Clara County.  See also Standard 
Response 3. 

O018-3 
See Standard Response 3.  Because this is a program-level 
document, the land use compatibility analysis was performed on a 
broad scale.  Potential project-level effects on land use compatibility 
will be addressed in the project-level EIR/EIS. 

O018-4 
 The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those 
topics identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton 
litigation as requiring corrective work under CEQA.  The noise and 
vibration analysis in 208 Final Program EIR was not one of those 
topics.  Please see Chapter 3.4 of the 2008 Final Program EIR.  More 
detailed information and analysis of noise and vibration impacts on 
sensitive receptors, such as residences and schools, and mitigation 
measures will be part of a project-level EIR/EIS because the 

determination of impact is a product of the HST system design and 
can only be done at the project level.  See also Standard 
Response 3.         

O018-5 
Section 3.7.3 of the 2008 Final Program EIR and Section 2.2 of the 
2010 Revised Program EIR Materials describe land use impacts along 
the San Jose to Central Valley corridor at the program level.  Project- 
specific land use impacts will be addressed at the project level. 

O018-6 
The Authority has sought to utilize existing transportation corridors 
to the greatest extent feasible to minimize impacts to communities 
and the environment.  The HST system would operate over a fully 
grade-separated, dedicated track alignment; but by following 
existing transportation corridors the HST system would not be 
creating a new physical barrier and, where it would provide grade 
separation that does not currently exist, the HST would result in 
improvements in  safety, circulation and access between 
neighborhood areas. 

O018-7 
See Standard Response 7. 

O018-8 
Section 2.2, Revised Land Use Analysis: San Jose to Gilroy, in the 
Revised Draft Program EIR Material and Section 3.7 of the May 2008 
Final Program EIR discussed the analysis of land use impacts.  To 
determine potential property impacts, the land uses within 50 ft of 
either side of the existing corridor or within 50 ft of both sides of the 
centerline for new HST alignments were characterized by type and 
density of development. The study area for land use compatibility, 
communities and neighborhoods, and environmental justice is 0.25-
mile on either side of the centerline of the rail and highway corridors 
included in the alignment alternatives and the same distance around 
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station location options and other potential HST-related facilities.  
This is the extent of area where the alignment alternative might 
result in changes to land use; the type, density, or patterns of 
development; or socioeconomic conditions.  For the property impacts 
analysis, the study area is narrower as noted above o better 
represent the properties most likely to be affected by the 
improvements in the alignment alternatives.  As noted in Chapter 3 
of the May 2008 Final Program EIR, varying study area widths were 
used for noise/vibration, biological resources and wetlands, cultural 
resources, visual, and parks and recreation.   

O018-9 
The Program EIR developed minority and low-income population 
percentage thresholds to identify locations within the study area 
where there were higher than average concentrations of 
environmental justice communities as compared to the  surrounding 
study area,  city and/or county as a whole.  In addition, the Program 
EIR evaluated size and type of right-of-way needed for the 
alignment alternatives and proximity to environmental justice 
populations.  These factors provide a reasonable indication of where 
potential benefits or disproportionate impacts to minority and low-
income populations would be most likely to occur.  Because this is a 
program-level document, the analysis considered the potential for 
environmental justice impacts on a broad scale.  Additional analysis 
and public outreach will take place during project-level investigations 
to identify minority and low-income individuals including any 
dispersed locations of these populations and to consider potential 
localized disproportionately high and adverse effects.  See also 
Standard Response 3. 

O018-10 
Comment noted.  San Martin, and unincorporated town within Santa 
Clara County, has been added to the description in Section 2.2 of the 
Revised Final Program EIR.  See also Responses to Comments O018-
1 and O018-2.   

O018-11 
See Response to Comment O018-9.   

O018-12 
The HST alignment through the San Martin area is described as at-
grade and adjacent to the UPRR right-of-way. The Program EIR did 
not specifically note San Martin as a community between Morgan Hill 
and Gilroy.  Section 2.4 of the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
states:  "Just north of Almaden Expressway, the line returns to an 
at-grade alignment alongside the UPRR… The proposed 
configuration would continue all the way through Morgan Hill and 
Gilroy.  New roadway grade separations would carry roadways either 
over or under the UPRR and HST tracks." 

O018-13 
This comment disagrees with the characterization of Morgan Hill and 
Gilroy as towns.  Comment acknowledged. 

O018-14 
The capital costs provided in this program EIR process are 
representative of all aspects of implementation of the proposed HST 
system, including construction, right-of-way, environmental 
mitigation, and design and management services. The right-of-way 
costs include the estimated costs to acquire properties needed for 
construction of the HST infrastructure. See also Standard Response 
7 regarding eminent domain. 

O018-15 
The 2008 Final Program EIR/EIS included many assumptions that 
will be revisited during future analyses and Project EIR/EIS for each 
section. 50 feet was identified in the 2008 Final Program EIR as the 
minimum section required to accommodate a two-track dedicated 
HST system. 

O018-16 
The commenter is correct that high-speed train riders in Santa Cruz 
County would be close to both San Jose and Gilroy stations.    The 
proposed Gilroy station would be closer to Monterey and the Central 
Coast region.  The text of Table 6-1 is revised with reference to the 
Gilroy station as follows:  "The proposed Gilroy station would be the 
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closest HST station for Monterey, San Benito, and a portion of Santa 
Cruz counties."   

O018-17 
The Authority disagrees that the document needs to be revised.   
The environmental impacts discussed in the 2008 Final Program EIR 
and the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR included those between 
San Jose and Gilroy including unincorporated areas of Santa Clara 
County.  San Martin has been added in the Revised Final Program 
EIR. See also Response to Comment O018-1.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR  Response to Comments from Organizations 

 

  Page 15-243

 
 

Comment Letter O019 (John Urban, Newhall Neighborhood Association, April 25, 2010) 
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Response to Letter O019 (John Urban, Newhall Neighborhood Association, April 25, 2010) 

O019-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The Authority Board committed in July 
2008 to investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize 
potential impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  
Although the Authority has rescinded its July 2008 program decision, 
the commitment to examine profile alternatives is being carried 
forward into the project level alternatives screening. If an alternative 
moves forward, the commenter will have the ability to participate in 
future project-level review of environmental documents. 

O019-2 
More detailed information and analysis of vibration impacts and 
mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs, including the 
cumulative impacts of existing and proposed vibration sources.  See 
Standard Response 3.         

O019-3 
More detailed information and analysis of vibration impacts and 
mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs, including the 
cumulative impacts of existing and proposed vibration sources.  See 
Standard Response 3.         

O019-4 
See the Response to Comment O019-3.  Planned projects will be 
included in the cumulative noise analysis. 

O019-5 
See the Response to Comment O019-4. 

O019-6 
See the Response to Comment O019-3. 

O019-7 
In the 2008 Final Program EIR, Appendix 2D, Sheet CC 6 of 6, the 
HST alignment is shown in a tunnel from approximately Lafayette 
Street in Santa Clara to Lenzen Avenue in San Jose.  If the finally 
selected alignment is in a tunnel, there would be few, if any, noise 
impacts to your neighborhood from the HST.  The assessment of 
noise impacts from alternative vertical alignments would be analyzed 
in the project-level EIR/EIS analyses for the selected network 
alternative.. 

O019-8 
Comment noted.  The precise alignment and profile options for the 
HST system network alternative that is ultimately selected, including 
the Caltrain Corridor if it is selected, will be further evaluated and 
refined as part of the more detailed engineering and design work, to 
be done with the project-level environmental review and would 
include aerial, trench and/or tunnel concepts.  Available right-of-way, 
impacts on adjacent communities, safety, and costs would be among 
the factors considered as part of this review. 
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Comment Letter O020 (Bill Rankin, North Willow Glen Neighborhood Association, April 26, 2010) 
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Response to Letter O020 (Bill Rankin, North Willow Glen Neighborhood Association, April 26, 2010) 

O020-1 
If the recommended preferred network alternative is selected that 
approaches San Jose from the south, an 87-280 alternative 
alignment will be included in an alternatives analysis process as part 
of a project-level EIR/EIS. 
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Comment Letter O021 (Penny Ellson, Greenmeadow Community Association, April 26, 2010) 
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Comment Letter O021 - Continued 
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Comment Letter O021 - Continued 
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Response to Letter O021 (Penny Ellson, Greenmeadow Community Association, April 26, 2010) 

 O021-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The revised project description between 
San Jose and Gilroy would not result in changes to the discussion of 
cultural resources beyond what was identified in the 2010 Revised 
Draft Program EIR Material related to Keesling’s shade trees.  The 
analysis for cultural resources was included in the May 2008 Final 
Program EIR, Chapter 3.12, Cultural Resources and Paleontological 
Resources.  Impacts of HST construction, operation, and 
maintenance on specific communities and resources along the 
selected network alternative, including if appropriate the 
Greenmeadow neighborhood and the Eichler homes, which are listed 
on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP), would be further 
analyzed as part of the project-level EIR/EIS.  Resource-specific 
cultural resources mitigation measures such as those resulting from 
noise, vibration, and visual intrusion will be developed as part of the 
project-level EIR/EIS and through the Section 106 consultation 
process.   

Under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (36 CFR 
§ 800), the procedures to be followed at the project level include 
identification of resources, evaluation of their significance under the 
NRHP and CEQA, identification of any substantial adverse effects, 
and evaluation of potential mitigation measures.  Specific resources 
within the Area of Potential Effects will be further examined in detail 
at the project level because the identification of potentially affected 
resources and project effects and mitigation are dependent on the 
HST location and system design, and can only be done at the project 
level.   

O021-2 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Public parks and recreation 
was not one of those topics.  Parks and recreational issues are 
discussed Chapter 3.16 Section 4(f) and 6(f) Resources (Public Parks 
and Recreation) of the 2008 Final Program EIR.  More detailed 

analyses related to impacts on recreational resources during 
construction and operation will be performed during the project-level 
EIR/EIS analysis when more detailed design and location information 
will be available.   See also Standard Response 3. 

O021-3 
See Standard Response 6. 

O021-4 
Project-specific analyses of circulation, traffic, and parking will be 
conducted in the project-level EIR/EIS for the station areas, access 
roads, and other facilities that might be affected by the proposed 
HST station.  This will be documented in a Traffic, Transit, 
Circulation and Parking Report. 

O021-5 
Project-specific analyses of circulation, traffic, and parking will be 
conducted in the project-level EIR/EIS for the station areas, access 
roads, and other facilities that might be affected by the proposed 
HST station.  The project-level traffic impact analysis study will also 
evaluate the effect of the project and project construction on 
existing and planned pedestrian and bicycle facilities. Potential 
impacts on pedestrian and bicycle connections to and across HST 
facilities will be analyzed. Potential impacts to pedestrian and bike 
facilities and feasible mitigation measures will be documented in a 
Traffic, Transit, Circulation and Parking Report.  

O021-6 
The HST will be designed to have fully grade-separated tracks with 
state-of-the-art safety, signaling, and automated train control 
systems. Project-specific analyses of circulation, traffic, and parking 
will be conducted in the project-level EIR/EIS for the station areas, 
access roads, and other facilities that might be affected by the 
proposed HST station.  This will be documented in a Traffic, Transit, 
Circulation and Parking Report. The effects of at-grade crossing 
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closures or street closures on highway/roadway traffic Level of 
Service, vehicular trip patterns and changes in vehicular accessibility 
will be evaluated at the project-level. Detailed information and 
analysis of any potential traffic impacts, both permanent and 
temporary (construction-related), and feasible mitigation measures 
will be included in project-level EIR/EISs. The project-level traffic 
impact analysis study will also evaluate the effect of the project and 
project construction on existing and planned pedestrian and bicycle 
facilities. Potential impacts on pedestrian and bicycle connections to 
and across HST facilities will be analyzed. Potential impacts to 
pedestrian and bike facilities and feasible mitigation measures will be 
documented in a Traffic, Transit, Circulation and Parking Report.  

O021-7 
See Response to Comment O021-6. 

O021-8 
Comment noted. Detailed information and analysis of potential traffic 
impacts, both permanent and temporary (construction-related), and 
feasible mitigation measures will be included in project-level 
EIR/EISs.  

O021-9 
Between San Francisco and San Jose the Authority’s analysis 
indicates that a fully grade-separated, four-track system would have 
sufficient capacity to serve peak demands of both Caltrain and the 
HST system in 2035.  After completion of the program EIR process 
and after a new decision to select a network alternative for further 
study is made, then project-level engineering and design studies and 
environmental analyses will consider how the four-track, fully grade-
separated system would be built or “phased,” along with 
construction impacts and more specific mitigation measures. 

O021-10 
Project-specific analyses of circulation, traffic, and parking will be 
conducted in the project-level EIR/EIS for the station areas, access 
roads, and other facilities that might be affected by the proposed 

HST stations included in the network alternative that is ultimately 
selected by the Authority for further study.  This will be documented 
in a Traffic, Transit, Circulation and Parking Report, along with  
impacts to roads leading to the affected stations due to the proposed 
project, the impacts will be evaluated and mitigation measures will 
be proposed in the project -level EIR/EIS. 

O021-11 
Impacts and mitigation strategies related to noise, air quality, and 
vibration are discussed in the 2008 Final Program EIR at a program-
level.  More detailed analysis and mitigation measures will be 
included in a subsequent project-level EIR/EIS.  The impact analysis 
will consider the worse-case conditions and identify mitigation 
measures for significant environmental impacts.  See Standard 
Responses 3 and 5.    

O021-12 
The 2008 Final Program EIR No Project Alternative (Page 2-2, 
Section 2.1.1) represented the state's transportation system as it 
was at the time of writing and after implementation of programs or 
projects in regional transportation plans with funding identified for 
implementation by 2030.  

Project-level EIR/EIS analyses, including the San Francisco to San 
Jose Project EIR/EIS now underway, will consider a No Project 
alternative representing changes to regional transportation plans 
made since the Program EIR/EIS for the network alternative selected 
for further study.  To the extent that regional transportation plans 
considered in project-level analyses include the development or 
adoption of Quiet Zones, they will be included in the relevant No 
Project description. 

O021-13 
Comment acknowledged. 

O021-14 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the San Francisco to San Jose corridor would be primarily within an 
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existing active commuter and freight rail corridor and therefore 
would not constitute any new physical or psychological barriers that 
would divide, disrupt, or isolate neighborhoods, individuals, or 
community focal points in the corridor.  In addition, construction of 
grade separations where none previously exist would improve 
circulation between neighborhood areas.  The Authority Board 
committed in July 2008 to investigate profile alternatives to avoid 
and minimize potential impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and 
at-grade between San Francisco and San Jose.  Although the 
Authority has rescinded its July 2008 program decision, the 
commitment to examine profile alternatives is being carried forward 
into the project level analyses.  
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Comment Letter O022 (Harvey S. Darnell, GGNAC, April 22, 2010) 
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Comment Letter O022 - Continued 
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Comment Letter O022 - Continued 
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Comment Letter O022 - Continued 
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Comment Letter O022 - Continued 
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Response to Letter O022 (Harvey S. Darnell, GGNAC, April 22, 2010) 

022-1 
The Authority appreciates the comment.  Site specific impacts during 
construction and operation of the HST to the neighborhoods south of 
the San Jose station will be evaluated at the project level if a 
network alternative is selected that approaches San Jose from the 
south.  The Authority will consider the comments as part of the 
project-level EIR/EIS processes.  Alignments that would reduce or 
avoid impacts to the neighborhood, e.g., an SR 87/I-280 alignment 
alternative, are currently undergoing analysis as part of a preliminary 
alternatives analysis at the project level. 

O022-2 
The medium noise impact rating is based on: (1) grade separations 
which would eliminate the need for bells at crossings and for the 
Caltrain trains to sound warning horns as they approach each grade 
crossing; and (2) lower operating speeds resulting in noise levels 
similar to the existing Caltrain operations.  More detailed information 
and analysis of noise and vibration impacts and mitigation will be 
included in project-level EIR/EISs.  This analysis will include impacts 
at sensitive receivers, such as residences, historic buildings, schools, 
and parks.  This analysis will also include cumulative impacts from 
existing noise and vibration sources (such as existing rail, roadways, 
and airports) and proposed noise and vibration sources.  See 
Standard Responses 3 and 5. 

O022-3 
See Response to Comment O022-2.   

O022-4 
Both the 2008 Final Program EIR/EIS and the Revised Draft Program 
EIR referred to general plans and other regional and local 
transportation planning documents to identify existing and future 
development on a broad scale.  These documents were examined to 
assess an alignment alternative's and station location option's 
potential consistency with the goals and objectives defined therein.   

Project-specific effects on land use, planning and development will 
be evaluated at the project-level.  General Plan references as cited in 
the 2008 Final Program EIR/EIS were current for the period that 
studies were conducted for the Program EIR/EIS.   The project-
specific land use analysis will reference current land use and 
planning documents, including the Downtown Specific Area Plan. 

O022-5 
See Standard Response 6.  Visual impacts on the historic San Jose 
Diridon Station are described at the program level in Section 2.4 of 
the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material.  Project-specific visual 
effects on the Diridon Station would be addressed at the project 
level as they relate to the network alternative selected for further 
study.  

O022-6 
The Program EIR developed minority and low-income population 
percentage thresholds to identify locations within the study area 
where there were higher than average concentrations of 
environmental justice communities as compared to the  surrounding 
study area,  city and/or county as a whole.  In addition, the Program 
EIR evaluated size and type of right-of-way needed for the 
alignment alternatives and proximity to environmental justice 
populations.  These factors provide a reasonable indication of where 
potential benefits or disproportionate impacts to minority and low-
income populations would be most likely to occur.  Because this is a 
program-level document, the analysis considered the potential for 
environmental justice impacts on a broad scale.  Additional analysis 
and public outreach will take place during project-level investigations 
to identify minority and low-income individuals including any 
dispersed locations of these populations and to consider potential 
localized disproportionately high and adverse effects.  See also 
Standard Response 3. 
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O022-7 
The visual impact analysis considered the proposed design of the 
HST project and potential mitigations when assessing impacts. 

The Program EIR depicts HST running on a retained fill through the 
Gardner neighborhood. This is shown in Appendix 2D, Sheet PP 1 of 
8. The height of the fill for the HST would bring it to the level of the 
existing Caltrain/Union Pacific tracks.  Future project-level studies for 
the network alternative selected for further study would address 
noise mitigation needs, including the design of soundwalls, and other 
mitigation.  The height of a soundwall above the tracks would vary, 
depending on the as yet to be conducted analysis of the necessary 
noise mitigation.   If  relatively low speeds are envisioned in a 
particular area, for example, due to  tight curves, it is likely that 
sound walls could be low. 

In addition, as part of project-level review of the selected network 
alternative, if mature trees along an existing railroad right of way 
were to be removed, mitigation measures could provide for 
appropriate replacement trees once the new HST infrastructure was 
in place.   See response to comment O0017-5.  Mitigation measures 
adopted at the project-level could include landscaping to cover 
surfaces to reduce potential  for graffiti. Procedures for maintaining 
the HST's infrastructure would be detailed in the project-level 
EIR/EIS. Potential deterrents to graffiti could include the addition of 
vines to the surfaces of columns and walls, dense landscaping to 
obscure or screen columns and walls from view, and maintenance 
agreements to address the need for the timely removal of any 
graffiti.  

In addition, project-level engineering and design would address the 
need for any expanded bridges related to the network alternative 
selected for further study, which may include bridges  over Delmas 
and Prevost Streets along with  a re-creation or relocation of the 
historic bridge details and decorative shields. 

O022-8 
Comment acknowledged.  The revised project description between 
San Jose and Gilroy would not result in changes to the discussion of 

cultural resources beyond what was identified in the 2010 Revised 
Draft Program EIR Material related to Keesling's shade trees.  The 
analysis for cultural resources is included in the May 2008 Final 
Program EIR, Chapter 3.12, Cultural Resources and Paleontological 
Resources, and Appendix 3.12-A.    

Cultural resources studies for the program included records searches 
obtained from the appropriate California Historical Resources 
Information System (CHRIS) Information Centers.  The records 
searches identified the general locations of previously recorded 
archaeological sites in the APE.  Prior studies were also reviewed to 
identify site locations and to identify areas with high archaeological 
sensitivity.  The method used to predict potential effects and impacts 
of the HST program on historic properties and historical resources 
was based upon estimating the amount of historic development that 
occurred along each proposed alignment alternative and the records 
search.  These estimates were based upon review of existing 
documentation, including historical maps, aerial photographs, and 
local inventories, and the preparers’ knowledge of the history of the 
region.  No field surveys to identify archaeological resources or 
historic-period properties/resources were conducted, nor would this 
be appropriate for a program-level analysis.  Under Section 106 of 
the National Historic Preservation Act (36 CFR § 800), the 
procedures to be followed at the project level include identification of 
resources, evaluation of their significance under the National 
Register of Historic Places and CEQA, identification of any substantial 
adverse effects, and evaluation of potential mitigation measures.  
Specific resources within the Area of Potential Effects will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because the identification of 
potentially affected resources and project effects and mitigation are 
dependent on the HST location and system design, and can only be 
done at the project level. See Response to Comment L003-79.   

A Medium rating was based on the number of resources identified, 
as stated above, within the segment from the San Jose Diridon 
Station to Morgan Hill rather than on a specific neighborhood.  As 
noted above, additional records reviews and field surveys will be 
conducted to identify specific resources at the project-level. 
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O022-9 
Table 2-3 on Page 2-8 of the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Materials is considering impacts at a Program level. Its ranking of 
"Medium" covers the HST corridor from Diridon Station in San Jose 
to approximately Interstate 5 in Santa Nella in Merced County. It is a 
ranking for the entire length of that corridor. A more detailed 
examination of the impacts to the Gardner neighborhood has been 
made at the project level and is reflected in materials presented at 
recent (May and July 2010) community meetings in San Jose. 

O022-10 
New sources of light and glare associated with the HST project 
would be primarily limited to stations, maintenance facilities and 
sources from trains and maintenance equipment,  and impacts 
associated with potential light and glare will be considered in 
project-level analyses when more detailed engineering and design 
information is available.  To the extent that the network alternative 
ultimately selected by the Authority for further study may result in 
impacts to  the Gardner neighborhood, it is likely that passing trains 
and maintenance equipment would be the only potential sources of 
light or glare from the HST system. Soundwalls and landscaping 
would likely obscure most of that light. Light sources from passing 
trains will be analyzed during project-level studies when additional 
detail concerning train design and engineering is available, and 
mitigation to reduce significant adverse effects, including such 
measures as soundwalls and landscaping, will be considered in 
detail.  Potential light sources would be headlights and light from 
within the train that radiates out the windows. The amount of light 
from train windows will depend on the glass and glazing/tinting 
applied to the windows.  Light and glare will be evaluated as part of 
the project-level EIR/EIS analyses. 

O022-11 
No other alignments were considered in the 2008 Final Program EIR 
through the Gardner neighborhood. The existing Caltrain/UPRR 
alignment met the statewide goal to locate the HST within existing 
transportation corridors.   As Caltrain's ownership of the right of way 
extends through the Gardner neighborhood to Lick, south of Tamien 

station, it also provided a potential joint use of an existing publicly-
owned facility. 

O022-12 
If a network alternative is selected that approaches San Jose from 
the south, an 87-280 alternative alignment will be included in an 
alternatives analysis process as part of a project-level EIR/EIS. 

O022-13 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Public parks and recreation 
was not one of those topics.  Parks and recreational issues are 
discussed Chapter 3.16 Section 4(f) and 6(f) Resources (Public Parks 
and Recreation) of the 2008 Final Program EIR.  More detailed 
analyses related to impacts on recreational resources during 
construction and operation, including the parks listed in the 
comment, will be performed during the project-level EIR/EIS analysis 
when more detailed design and location information will be available.  
See Chapter 3.4, Noise and Vibration, and Chapter 3.9, Aesthetics 
and Visual Resources, regarding impacts and mitigation strategies.  
See also Standard Response 3.  

If a network alternative is selected to San Jose, an 87-280 
alternative alignment will be included as part of an alternatives 
analysis process. 

O022-14 
Comment acknowledged.  The Revised Draft Program EIR 
recirculated only those portions of the prior EIR that changed based 
on the requirements of the Town of Atherton court judgment.  In 
keeping with CEQA Guidelines section 15088.5(g), the Revised 
Program EIR summarizes the changes made to the prior EIR.  

O022-15 
If a network alternative is selected that approaches San Jose from 
the south, an 87-280 alternative alignment will be included in an 
alternatives analysis process as part of a project-level EIR/EIS. 
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Response to Letter O023 (, Charleston Meadows Association, April 23, 2010) 

O023-1 
Comment acknowledged. 

O023-2 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Air quality and global climate 
change was not one of those topics.  Refer to Chapter 3.3 of the 
2008 Final Program EIR where air quality and global climate change 
impacts are discussed.  More detailed analysis of potential 
operational, maintenance, and construction air quality impacts on 
sensitive receptors will be provided during project-level 
environmental review, when more detailed information will be 
available concerning system design and placement, including at-
grade, trench, tunnel, and elevated tracks. 

The air quality impacts in the 2008 Final Program EIR were based on 
the train’s predicted power requirements, which were estimated 
based on track alignments.  Trees and natural vegetation are not 
considered a measurable factor in criteria pollutant absorption.  
There are programs that quantify CO2 absorption for trees but this 
program, which utilizes the Urban Forest Reporting Protocol, is 
generally applied to proposed tree planting programs designed to 
increase carbon storage.  Because the HST project is expected to 
reduce overall GHG emissions, there is no specific tree planting plan 
designed to reduce GHG emissions proposed.  

O023-3 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Electromagnetic fields (EMF) 
was not one of those topics.  Please see Section 3.6 of the May 2008 
Final Program EIR.  Also, see Standard Response 3.  The analysis 
identified that the HST project (and its electrical supply and facilities) 
would have minimal electromagnetic interference (EMI)/EMF 

exposures at levels for which there are no documented health risks 
are anticipated and that EMI/EMF concerns are less than significant 
at the programmatic level under CEQA and not significant under 
NEPA.  Furthermore, the Authority in the CEQA findings and the FRA 
in the ROD for the 2005 Statewide Program EIR/EIS adopted design 
practices and mitigation strategies to address potential EMI/EMF 
issues for the HST system to be applied and refined at the project-
level in the future.  It is anticipated that the use of the design 
practices and mitigation strategies will reduce exposure to EMFs and 
reduce the potential for EMI with biomedical devices to the lowest 
practical level.   
 
Standard design practices for overhead catenary power supply 
system substations, transmission lines, and vehicles of the approved 
HST system include the use of appropriate materials, spacing, and, if 
necessary, shielding to avoid potential EMF/EMI impacts and to 
reduce the EMFs and EMI to a practical minimum.  More detailed 
information and analysis on potential EMI/EMF impacts will be 
included in project-level environmental documents.   

O023-4 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Air quality and global climate 
change was not one of those topics.  Refer to Chapter 3.3.6 of the 
2008 Final Program EIR. Also, see Standard Response 3.  It is noted 
that construction impacts and potential mitigation measures would 
be addressed in subsequent project-level EIR/EIS analyses.   More 
detailed analysis of potential operational and construction air quality 
impacts on sensitive receptors, including schools, will be provided 
during project-level environmental review, when more detailed 
information will be available concerning system design and 
placement as well as construction.  Once alignments are established, 
a full construction analysis would be conducted.  This analysis will 
quantify emissions from construction vehicles, excavation, worker 
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trips, and other related construction activities of constructing the 
HST system (rail, station, maintenance facilities, substations, 
transmission lines, etc.), including traffic detours.  Specific mitigation 
measures, if required, would be identified and a construction 
monitoring program, if required, would be established.   
 
As part of the project-level EIR/EIS analysis, local traffic counts 
would be conducted at access roads serving major station locations.  
These counts would provide more accurate information for 
determining potential local air quality hotspot locations.  Once 
potential hotspot locations (if any) are determined in Palo Alto, a 
detailed analysis following the guidelines at the time of analysis 
would be conducted. 

O023-5 
Comment noted, please see following response. 

O023-6 
See Response to Comment  O023-7.  The project-level noise and 
vibration analyses will consider the cumulative impacts of existing 
and proposed noise and vibration sources for the network alternative 
ultimately selected by the Authority for further study, and if the 
Caltrain corridor is a part of the selected network alternative, then 
project-level studies will include consideration of  grade separation 
for the HST system on this corridor, and the potential for grade 
separation to eliminate both the train horn noise and the bell noise 
from the grade-crossing protection devices.  See Standard 
Responses 3 and 5.   

O023-7 
The 2008 Final Program EIR No Project Alternative (Page 2-2, 
Section 2.1.1) represented the state's transportation system as it 
was at the time of writing and after implementation of programs or 
projects in regional transportation plans with funding identified for 
implementation by 2030.  

The San Francisco to San Jose Project EIR/EIS will consider a No 
Project alternative representing changes to regional transportation 

plans made since the Program EIR/EIS. If those plans include the 
development of Quiet Zones and implementation of Caltrain's 
electrification project, they will be included in the No Project. 

O023-8 
See Response to Comment O021-1. 

O023-9 
See Standard Responses 5 and 6.  Increased annoyance likely to 
occur for train noise events with rapid onset rates known as “startle” 
effects will also be assessed at the project-level when more detailed 
design and location information will be available for the project 
alignment. 

O023-10 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the San Francisco to San Jose corridor would be primarily within an 
existing active commuter and freight rail corridor and therefore 
would not constitute any new physical or psychological barriers that 
would divide, disrupt, or isolate neighborhoods, individuals, or 
community focal points in the corridor.  In addition, construction of 
grade separations where none previously exist would improve 
circulation between neighborhood areas.  The Authority Board 
committed in July 2008 to investigate profile alternatives to avoid 
and minimize potential impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and 
at-grade between San Francisco and San Jose.  Although the 
Authority has rescinded its July 2008 program decision, the 
commitment to examine profile alternatives is being carried forward 
into the project level analyses.  Because this is a program-level 
document, the analysis considered the potential for community 
cohesion impacts on a broad scale.  Additional analysis will take 
place during project-level investigations to identify potential 
community impacts and to avoid potential conflicts with the adopted 
plans of cities along the network alternative ultimately selected by 
the Authority for further evaluation, including, if appropriate, the City 
of Palo Alto Comprehensive Plan.   



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR  Response to Comments from Organizations 

 

  Page 15-267

 
 

O023-11 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Public parks and recreation 
was not one of those topics.  Parks and recreational issues are 
discussed Chapter 3.16 Section 4(f) and 6(f) Resources (Public Parks 
and Recreation) of the 2008 Final Program EIR.  More detailed 
analyses related to impacts on recreational resources during 
construction and operation, including Robles Park, will be performed 
during the project-level EIR/EIS analysis when more detailed design 
and location information will be available.   See also Standard 
Response 3. 

O023-12 
The 2008 Final Program EIR assumed that Caltrain and HST would 
remain within the existing right-of-way at most locations, meaning 
that trees outside the right-of-way would not be removed, although 
some trimming could be required for vegetation intruding on the 
right-of-way.  See response to comment O0017-5. 

The visual impacts of all components of HST implementation, 
including mitigations such as soundwalls, will  be analyzed as part of 
the project-level EIR/EIS studies. 

O023-13 
The infrastructure for overhead electrification would likely be visible, 
but its visibility would be low. Consider that San Francisco's Union 
Square is bounded on two sides by overhead wires to power the 
City's electric buses. These wires and their poles, over busy city 
streets, are not highly visible at all and do not comprise part of one's 
visual memory of Union Square.  

O023-14 
See Response to Comment O023-12.   

O023-15 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor would be undertaken as part of project level 

engineering and environmental analyses, if the Caltrain corridor is 
part of the network alternative ultimately selected by the Authority 
for further study.  Removal of mature trees and other vegetation 
along selected corridors would be avoided to the extent possible.  
Operational and construction impacts including those related to the 
removal of trees would be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts would be further 
examined in detail at the project level as more detailed HST system 
design and engineering information become available and the 
detailed study necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the 
level of significance, and location-specific mitigation measures can 
only be done at the project level. 

The project-level EIR/EIS will review and consider all relevant 
jurisdictions' policies and plans in proposing HST design and 
engineering approaches and mitigation measures in communities 
along the network alternative selected for further study. 

O023-16 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Public services and utilities 
was not one of those topics.  Please see Section 3.10 of the May 
2008 Final Program EIR.   Project-level analysis would address all 
utilities and local issues once the network alternative  for the Bay 
Area to Central Valley corridor is selected for further study.  Project-
level environmental documentation and subsequent planning 
documents will identify precise utility locations and will analyze in 
more detail conflicts between the HST system and utilities.  All 
potential conflicts will be reviewed during the more detailed project-
level environmental analysis and during final design.  The Authority 
will consult with the various utility providers during the detailed 
project-level analysis to minimize potential conflicts including 
avoidance.  If avoidance is not feasible and adjustment of 
alignments has not removed the potential conflict, 
relocation/reconstruction/restoration of the utility would be 
considered, in close consultation and coordination with the utility 
owner.  See also Standard Response 3. 
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O023-17 
The utilization of the area under elevated structures should be 
analyzed as part of the project-level EIR/EIS studies and local 
jurisdictions should be consulted concerning appropriate, desirable, 
and compatiblee uses  and to consider  appropriate management 
approaches for such areas. Procedures for maintaining the HST's 
infrastructure could be detailed in the project-level EIR/EIS, along 
with appropriate agreements and cooperative approaches for 
managing these issues.  See also response to comment _O022-7.   

O023-18 
The HST system will be designed to have fully grade-separated 
tracks with state-of-the-art safety, signaling, and automated train 
control systems. Therefore, the students will never have to 'cross' 
the HST alignment at-grade. Project-specific analyses of circulation, 
traffic, and parking will be conducted in the project-level EIR/EIS for 
the station areas, access roads, and other facilities that might be 
affected by the proposed HST station. The project-level traffic impact 
analysis study will also evaluate the effect of the project and project 
construction on existing and planned pedestrian and bicycle facilities. 
Potential impacts on pedestrian and bicycle connections to and 
across HST facilities will be analyzed. Detailed information and 
analysis of potential traffic impacts including  impacts to pedestrian 
and bike facilities and feasible mitigation measures will be included 
in project-level EIR/EISs and documented in a Traffic, Transit, 
Circulation and Parking Report.  

O023-19 
See Standard Response 7 regarding Eminent Domain. 

O023-20 
We acknowledge the comment regarding project-level review of 
safety issues related to potential derailment, seismic shaking, and 
terrorism.  Safety is of utmost concern to the Authority and the high-
speed train system is being designed to comply with all applicable 
safety standards.  As explained in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
international experience with high-speed train systems demonstrates 

that they are one of the safest travel modes world wide.  An 
evaluation of the safety concerns identified in teh comment will be 
undertaken at the project level for the selected network alternative. 

O023-21 
Comment acknowledged.  See Response O023-20.  The safety 
considerations of a shared corridor with high-speed trains, commuter 
trains, and freight will be examined in detail at the project EIR/EIS 
level if the Caltrain Corridor is part of the selected network 
alternative. 

O023-22 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Safety and security was not 
one of those topics.  See Chapter 2, Alternatives, in the 2008 Final 
Program EIR.  Chapter 2 notes that the HST system would be a fully 
grade-separated and fully access-controlled guideway with intrusion 
monitoring systems.  This means that the HST infrastructure (e.g., 
mainline tracks and maintenance and storage facilities) would be 
designed to prevent access by unauthorized vehicles, persons, 
animals, and objects.  The capital cost estimates include allowances 
for appropriate barriers (fences and walls), state-of-the-art 
communication, access-control, and monitoring and detection 
systems. See also Chapter 4, Costs and Operations, in the 2008 Final 
Program EIR.  HST support cost is included in the operations and 
maintenance costs.  As the project progresses, costs will be updated 
based on more detailed information as it is developed. 

O023-23 
The comment addresses the Authority's 2009 Business Plan and 
assumptions in that document about the cost for a high-speed train 
ticket, rather than the Program EIR.  Please see Standard 
Response 8. 
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O023-24 
Because this is a program-level document, the analysis considered 
the potential for community and environmental impacts on a broad-
scale.  Ongoing project-level work is resulting in additional, more 
detailed information on conditions and potential impacts in the study 
area.  This information is being generated to support detailed 
project-level compliance with CEQA and NEPA and the public will 
have opportunity to review and comment on project-level 
environmental documents. See also Standard Response 3. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR  Response to Comments from Organizations 

 

  Page 15-270

 
 

Comment Letter O024 (Terry Holzemer, Palo Alto Central East Residential Association, April 20, 2010) 
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Response to Letter O024 (Terry Holzemer, Palo Alto Central East Residential Association, April 20, 2010) 

O024-1 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR.  More detailed impact analyses related to 
HST system construction including trackway, stations, maintenance 
facilities, transmission lines, staging areas, and other project 
elements will be performed during the project-level EIR/EIS analysis, 
when more detailed design, location, and phasing/duration 
information will be available for the selected HST alignment.  The 
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses. 

O024-2 
See Response to Comment O024-1.   

O024-3 
See Response to Comment O024-1.  Potential impacts from vibration 
on surrounding properties due to construction and operation of the 
HST will be performed during the project-level EIR/EIS analysis, 
when more detailed design, location, and phasing/duration 
information will be available for the selected HST alignment.    

O024-4 
See Response to Comment O024-1.   

O024-5 
Comment noted.  The sites located on the old Hewlett-Packard and 
Varian properties will be provided to the appropriate project-level 
environmental team for their consideration.  See Response to 
Comment L003-92.   

O024-6 
See Response to Comment O024-1.   

O024-7 
See Standard Response 6 regarding the requirements of CEQA and 
quality of life impacts. 

O024-8 
More detailed information and analysis of noise and vibration 
impacts and mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.  
See Standard Response 3.    

O024-9 
See the Response to Comment O024-8.   

O024-10 
See Standard Response 6. 

O024-11 
Project-specific analyses of circulation, traffic, and parking will be 
conducted in the project-level EIR/EIS for the station areas, access 
roads, and other facilities that might be affected by the proposed 
HST station.  This will be documented in a Traffic, Transit, 
Circulation and Parking Report.  

O024-12 
See Response to Comment O024-8.   The project-level noise and 
vibration analyses will consider sensitive receivers, such as 
residences, schools, parks, hospitals, and similar facilities. 

O024-13 
See Standard Responses 5 and 6.  Increased annoyance likely to 
occur for train noise events with rapid onset rates known as “startle” 
effect will also be assessed at the project-level when more detailed 
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design and location information will be available for the selected HST 
alignment. Locations where the onset rate for HST operations may 
cause surprise will be identified.  Any noise-sensitive land use within 
that distance would be identified as a candidate for increased 
annoyance.  Mitigation measures will also be considered at these 
locations as part of the project-level EIR/EIS. 

O024-14 
A more detailed review of the impacts on local vegetation, including 
loss of mature and heritage trees along the network alternative 
ultimately selected for further study, including El Palo Alto if the 
Caltrain corridor is selected for further study, and associated effects  
will be performed during the preliminary engineering and project-
level environmental review.  Possible avoidance or minimization of 
impacts on the mature and heritage trees will be reviewed in detail, 
and mitigation for the loss of trees will be developed. 

O024-15 
See Standard Response 4. 

O024-16 
The Authority acknowledges the commenter’s support for Altamont 
network alternatives.  Please note that the 2008 Final Program EIR 
examined a “no project” alternative and 21 representative network 
alternatives for connecting the Bay Area to the Central Valley.   
Included in this range of alternatives were 11 Altamont Pass network 

alternatives, 6 Pacheco Pass network alternatives, and 4 Pacheco 
Pass with Altamont Pass (local service) network alternatives.   The 
2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material clarified those portions of 
the 2008 Final Program EIR requiring revision or expansion as a 
result of the Superior Court in the Town of Atherton case.  Please 
note that 2 of the Altamont Pass network alternatives would still 
pass through Palo Alto:  San Francisco and San Jose—via San 
Francisco Peninsula and San Francisco, San Jose, and Oakland – 
with No San Francisco Bay Crossing. 

See Standard Response 10, Response to Comment O004-27 
regarding stopping the HST alignment in San Jose, and Response to 
Comment O014-3 regarding profile options to be considered in 
project-level analyses of the network alternative ultimately selected 
by the Authority for further study.  
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Comment Letter O025 (Julie Hutcheson, Thrive Morgan Hill, April 26, 2010) 
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Comment Letter O025 - Continued 
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Response to Letter O025 (Julie Hutcheson, Thrive Morgan Hill, April 26, 2010) 

O025-1 
Comment acknowledged. 

O025-2 
Comment noted.  Please see Chapter 10, Public and Agency 
Involvement, in the 2008 Final Program EIR. The scoping activities 
for the Bay Area to Central Valley HST Draft Program EIR/EIS were 
conducted between November 15 and December 16, 2005 and 
included meetings in San Jose and five other cities.  The Authority 
held a total of eight public hearings, including in Gilroy, to present 
the Draft Program EIR/EIS and to receive public comments between 
August 23, 2007 and September 26, 2007. 

The Authority has endeavored to provide the broadest possible 
notice of the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material.  Notification 
was provided in 8 newspapers including the San Jose Mercury News.  
A Notice of Availability and Notice of a Public Meeting postcard was 
further distributed to over 50,000 individuals identified as part of on-
going project-level engineering and environmental studies.  The 
2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material and a Notice of Availability 
and of a Public Meetings was also made available to 16 libraries for 
public viewing.  If the Authority proceeds with a network alternative 
that involves Morgan Hill at the project level, the Authority will 
continue its efforts at public outreach in the Morgan Hill area.      

O025-3 
See Response to Comment O025-2. 

O025-4 
See Response to Comment O025-2. 

O025-5 
This comment does not relate to the 2010 Revised Draft Program 
EIR Material.  If an alternative were to extend through Gilroy and 
Morgan Hill, the Authority would conduct a community engagement 

process as part of project-level studies. To date, the Authority has 
conducted a number of workshops and meetings with neighborhood 
groups between San Jose and Gilroy.   

O025-6 
The Authority disagrees that recirculation of the entire prior 
Program EIR/EIS is required based on this general comment that 
significant new information exists "under many environmental 
parameters" that makes the earlier Program EIR invalid and requires 
recirculation of that document.  

O025-7 
The 2008 Final Program EIR and 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
assessed impacts with an alignment along the existing Union Pacific 
Railroad with an elevated alignment in Morgan Hill. The Project EIR 
can analyze impacts to the alternatives developed during the scoping 
process in 2009, including those along US 101 in Morgan Hill, San 
Martin and Gilroy. 

O025-8 
The detailed information being developed as part of project-level 
environmental studies does not require recirculation of the entire 
prior Program EIR.  The purpose of tiering is to allow the Authority 
to select a preferred network alternative and general mitigation 
strategies at the program level to be followed by more detailed, 
project-specific analysis and development of more detailed and 
refined alternatives and mitigation measures for the selected 
network alternative.  The detailed information from the project 
level does not constitute significant new information at the program 
level that would require another round of revision and recirculation.   

O025-9 
See Response to Comment O004-15. 
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O025-10 
See Response to Comment O004-15. 

O025-11 
The ultimate decision regarding electrification and service levels of 
Caltrain service between San Jose and Gilroy resides with the Valley 
Transportation Authority, the PCJPB, and the UPRR.  Caltrain 
currently has trackage rights with the UPRR to operate the service 
between Lick and Gilroy, given that UPRR owns this right-of-way and 
these tracks.  Between Lick and Gilroy, the proposed HST 
alternative would not share trackage with the UPRR.  The 
proposed HST alignment as shown in the 2010 Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material is adjacent to the UPRR operating UPRR right-
of-way. 

O025-12 
It is assumed in the Caltrain 2025 plan that Caltrain will continue to 
operate non-electrified trains between Tamien and Gilroy using its 
trackage rights over the Union Pacific's tracks. The 2010 Revised 
Draft Program EIR states the proposed HST system would be built 
outside the Union Pacific's operating right of way, and thus would 
not affect train operations  on the UPRR's tracks in Morgan Hill, 
including Caltrain's three daily roundtrips. If the network alternative 
ultimately selected for additional study includes the alignment from 
Gilroy to San Jose and includes consideration of a proposed HST 
station  in Morgan Hill at or near the location of the current Caltrain 
station, such a station would have the potential to enhance 
transportation options available at the existing Caltrain/VTA multi-
modal transit center at the Morgan Hill Caltrain station by offering 
trips on HST to locations throughout the state. 

O025-13 
Because this is a program-level document, the analysis considered 
the potential for community cohesion impacts on a broad scale.  
Potential project-level impacts on community cohesion will be 
addressed at the project-level.  See also Standard Response 3. 

O025-14 
The 2008 Final Program EIR and 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
assessed impacts with an alignment along the existing Union Pacific 
Railroad with an elevated alignment in Morgan Hill.  Future project 
level EIR studies for the network alternative ultimately selected by 
the Authority would analyze impacts to  alternatives, including as 
appropriate alternatives suggested during scoping  for the project 
EIR. 

O025-15 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR's assessment of visual impacts 
only addressed changes due to the clarification of HST physical 
location relative to the UPRR's right-of-way. This document 
adequately addressed visual impacts at the program level. Specific 
mitigations will be determined as part of the analysis of the 
proposed design at the project level. 

O025-16 
It is unclear to which 45 miles of the alternatives the comment 
refers.  

No specific noise mitigation has been determined in the Program 
EIR. The mitigations for noise impacts, including soundwalls, cannot 
be determined at the program level. Sound mitigation must be 
designed around the characteristics of the proposed trainsets and 
then conducted against established regulatory guidelines. These 
issues would be analyzed as part of the project-level EIR/EIS and 
can be used to determine the extent of soundwalls as a noise 
mitigation tool. This could result in designs for the materials of the 
soundwalls, locations along the railway where they would be 
constructed, and an appropriate height.  Assuming soundwall 
locations or heights is pre-mature in a program level review. 

The 2008 Final Program EIR noted shadow impacts for subsections 
with long distances of elevated alignments, such as in the East Bay. 
In most locations, the shadow and shading effects are low. 
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O025-17 
Grade separations would have varying visual impact, depending on 
design. Grade separations are accomplished by either fully raising 
the railway over the street, the street over the railroad, a partial 
elevation of the railway and partial depression of the street, or visa-
versa. The visual impacts cannot be determined until the project 
level, where specific designs will be created for each crossing. 

O025-18 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Agriculture was not one of 
those topics.  Please see Section 3.8 of the May 2008 Final Program 
EIR regarding impacts to prime farmland.

 

 

  
 

 

 




